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Europeans in Fez?, but that the French occupation of a
second port like Rabat, in addition to Casablanca, would be
likely to excite rather than allay the passions of the na-
tives; it might also arouse public feeling in Germany and
look like a further step toward the elimination of the Alge-
ciras Agreement. He hoped that the French would delay
military occupation as long as possible, and that Moroccan
affairs could be satisfactorily arranged between Germany
and France—a hint at compensations for Germany which
Cambon clearly understood.95 A little later Cambon re-
affirmed that France would respect the Act of Algeciras and
withdraw the troops as soon as order had been restored
at Fez.
Kiderlen did not give an approval nor lodge a formal pro-
test, but pointed out warningly that in cases like Fez it
was easier to occupy a city than to withdraw again; and
if French troops remained in Fez, so that the Sultan reigned
only under cover of French bayonets, Germany could no
longer regard him as the independent sovereign contem-
plated by the Algeciras Act; this and the Agreement of 1909
would fall to the ground, and Germany would reassume
complete liberty of action.06 The Kaiser, -on the other hand,
when he heard the news of massacres in Fez and the flight
of Mulai Hafid into the French Consulate, said the French
ought to send a large force; Germany had no reason to
hinder it, as it would divert French troops and military
expenditure from Germany's western frontier; if the French
infringed the Algeciras Agreement, let other Powers, like
$5 Affaires du Maroc, VI, 179f., 185, 189ff; Caillaux, Agadir, 257ff.;
G.P., XXIX, 78ff,
seKiderlen's note of April 28; G.P., XXIX, 97 f.; Affaires du Maroc,
VI, 247f. The English at first had somewhat the same feeling; Sir
Arthur Nicolson, said the Russian Ambassador in London, "did not
conceal from me the fact that the Morocco question is disquieting the
London Cabinet. . . . The experience of all European States, beginning
with England, shows that it is easier to occupy a city than to withdraw
again" (Benckendorff to Neratov. May £L 19li; Siebert-Schreiner, p. 581).

